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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
1 0/1 0/2007 has been entered . 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1,15 and 29 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claims recite the phrase, "computer readable storage readable medium" which 
requires correction in order to interpret the meaning correctly. 

Appropriate correction requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claims 1,4,6,8,11,15,18,20,22,25,30 and 32 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Karlsson (US 2005/0221808). 

Regarding claim 1, Karlsson teaches a method comprising: 
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A telephone having a computer readable storage readable medium and an input 
device connected to a processor (Abstract, Figure 6) 

A first program and second program in the computer readable medium (note: 
programmable device includes a processor and storage (Figure 6); wherein the first 
program comprises instructions for the processor to perform steps comprising (Figure 
1): responsive to plurality of user actions at the input device defining plurality of policies 
wherein the second program to perform the steps (Figures 2-4; Paragraph [0025]): 

Detecting an incoming telephone call received by the telephone ("triggering 
event", "forward calls to voice mail", "altering device ringing behavior", this requires 
detection of incoming call; Paragraph [0009]) 

determining a plurality of conditions associated with a telephone ("enabling user 
defined one or more criteria", Paragraph [0006]); 

comparing a plurality of conditions to a plurality of policies (Figure 1), each policy 
comprising a plurality of condition criteria and a telephone behavior instruction (Figures 
2-4); 

identifying a single policy within the policies, the single policy containing the 
condition criteria corresponding to the conditions (Paragraphs [0022-0024,0042-0044]); 

adjusting a telephone behavior according to the telephone behavior instruction 
for the single policy wherein the telephone behavior is an action that the telephone 
takes in response to the reception of the incoming call ("alter its behavior when the user 
defined criteria are satisfied", Paragraph [0017]; Trigger event could be an incoming 
phone call; "automatically sends a SMS text message", Paragraph [0008]); 
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wherein the action comprises a plurality of telephone behaviors ("non-ringing" , 
Paragraph [0004], "diverting calls to voice mail", Paragraph [0009]); 

wherein the action is accomplished without a mode change control unit, a mode 
selection button, or a separation of an ambient sound into a speech component and a 
non-speech component (Paragraphs [0001-0057]); 

and wherein the telephone is a wireless telephone ("wireless information device", 
Paragraph [0002]). 

Regarding claim 4, Karlsson further teaches the apparatus of claim 1 further 
comprising: the telephone; and wherein the computer readable storage medium is a 
memory within the telephone (Figure 6). 

Regarding claim 6, Karlsson further teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein 
one of the condition criteria is a location criterion; and wherein the location of the 
telephone is determined using a GPS network ("criteria defining logical location", 
Paragraph [0006], "GPS", Paragraph [0008]). 

Regarding claim 8, Karlsson further teaches the apparatus of claim 6 wherein 
one of the condition criteria is a context criterion and wherein the context is determined 
by accessing a PDA program stored on the telephone ((Figures 1 and 2). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Karlsson further teaches the apparatus of claim 6 wherein 
the condition criteria comprise a location criterion and a context criterion (Figures 2-5). 

Claims 18, 20, 22 and 25 are rejected for the same reason as set forth in claims 
4, 6, 8 and 1 1 respectively. 

Claims 15 and 29 are rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1 . 
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Claims 30 and 32 are rejected for the same reason as set forth in claims 2 and 4 
respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 2,3,7,9,10,12-14,16-17,21,23-24,26-28,31 and 33-34 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Karlsson et al. (hereinafter Karlsson) 
(US 2005/0221808) in view of Erb (US 2004/0142703). 

Regarding claim 2, Karlsson teaches all the particulars of the claim except 
wherein the policies further comprise: a policy priority number and wherein the policy 
priority number resolves any outcome conflicts between the policies. However, Erb 
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teaches in an analogous art wherein the policies further comprise: a policy priority 
number and wherein the policy priority number resolves any outcome conflicts between 
the policies ("importance Threshold", Figure 4). Therefore, it would be obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use the method to have a a policy 
priority number and wherein the policy priority number resolves any outcome conflicts 
between the policies in order to control the behavior of the telephone so that incoming 
calls do not take priority over the assigned events. 

Regarding claim 3, Erb further teaches the apparatus of claim 1 wherein the 
policies are stored in a policy table according to the policy priority number (Figure 4; 
Paragraph [0033], lines 1-3). 

Regarding claim 7, Erb further teaches the apparatus of claim 6 wherein one of 
the condition criteria is a location criterion; and wherein the location of the telephone is 
determined using triangulation (Paragraph [0010], lines 10-12). 

Regarding claim 9, Erb further teaches the apparatus of claim 6 wherein one of 
the condition criteria is a caller criterion; and wherein the caller identity is determined by 
analyzing the caller ID data associated with the incoming telephone call (Paragraph 
[0032], lines 3-7). 

Regarding claim 10, Erb further teaches the apparatus of claim 6 wherein one of 
the condition criteria is a caller criterion (Paragraph [0032], lines 4-6); and wherein the 
caller identity is determined by analyzing the caller ID data associated with the incoming 
telephone call (Paragraph [0032], lines 4-5) and accessing a PDA program stored on 
the telephone (paragraph [0032], line 7). 
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Regarding claim 12, Erb further teaches the apparatus of claim 6 wherein the 
condition criteria comprise a location criterion and a caller criterion (Figure 7; Figure 4; 
Paragraphs [31-33]). 

Regarding claim 13, Karlsson further teaches the apparatus of claim 6 wherein 
the condition criteria comprise context criterion (Figures 2-5). Karlsson did not teach 
specifically caller criterion. However, Erb teaches a caller criterion (Paragraph [0032]). 
He also teaches condition criteria involving more than one criterion (context and 
location, Paragraph [0040]; caller and location, Paragraphs [31-33]). Therefore, it would 
be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the condition wherein the condition 
criteria comprise context criterion, and a caller criterion. This modification gives 
additional flexibility to the user of the telephone. 

Regarding claim 14, Karlsson teaches a location criterion and a context criterion 
(Figures 2-5). Karlsson did not teach specifically caller criterion. 

However, Erb further teaches the apparatus of claim 6 wherein the condition 
criteria comprise a location criterion, and a caller criterion (Paragraph [0031-0033]). 
Erb did not teach specifically the condition criteria comprise a location criterion, a 
context criterion, and a caller criterion. However, Erb teaches in another embodiment, 
the apparatus of claim 6 wherein the condition criteria comprise a location criterion, 
and a context criterion (Paragraph [0040], lines 1-9). Therefore, it would be obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use the condition criteria 
comprise a location criterion, a context criterion, and a caller criterion. This modification 
gives additional flexibility to the user of the telephone. 
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Claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the claim 2. 

Regarding claim 17, Erb further teaches the method of claim 15 wherein the 
policies further comprises: a policy priority number ("importance threshold", Figure 4); 
and wherein the policies are stored in a policy table according to the policy priority 
number (Figure 4; Paragraph [0033], lines 1-3). 

Claims 21, 23, 24, 26, 27 and 28 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth 
in claims 7, 9, 10, 12-14 respectively. 

Claims 31, 33 and 34 are rejected for the same reason as set forth in claims 7, 9 
and 10 respectively. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Muthuswamy G. Manoharan whose telephone number 
is 571-272-5515. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00AM-2:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eng George can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



1 GEORGE ENG 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




